
California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Julie Meier Wright 
4778M La Villa Marina 
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292 

Dear Ms. Wright: 

January 30, 1989 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our File No. 1-88-439 

You have written requesting information regarding two issues 
which arose out of elections in 1988. The first issue you raised 
involved returning absentee voter applications to a campaign of
fice rather than to the Registrar of Voters. This is an issue 
over which the Commission has no jurisdiction. We recommend you 
address your concern to the Secretary of state or your local 
registrar of voters. 

The second issue involved a slate mailer. The Commission 
shares your concern over potential abuses which may occur with 
slate mailers. In 1987, the Commission successfully sponsored 
legislation regulating slate mailers. (See enclosed manual.) 
That legislation became effective on January 1, 1988. We are 
continuing to monitor slate mailing activities in order to 
determine whether further legislation will be needed in the 
future. We appreciate the information you have provided to us in 
that regard. 

If you have any questions, or if you would like further 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Diane M. Griffiths 

Gen:Qco~~~~ 

BY:\J~~~~ G. McLean 
Counsel, Legal Division 

DMG:JGM: ld 

428 J Street, Suite 800 • P.O. Box 807 • Sacramento CA 95804-0807 • (916)322-5660 



November 12, 1988 

Mr. john Larson, Chairman 

Julie Meier Wright 
4778M La Villa Marina 

Marina del Rey, California 90292 

Fair Political Practices Commission 
428 J Street, Suite 800 
Post Office Box 807 
Sacramento, CA 95804 

Dear Mr. Larson: 

I am not at all knowledgeable about campaign law and I do recognize how 
difficult it is to legislate ethics, but I feel compelled to state my feelings 
about the kind of political practices that I found particularly repulsive 
during this election cycle. 

Two examples of unethical practices came to light in Santa Monica alone: 
First, the Santa Monica for Renters Rights (SMRR) group conducted an absent 
voter drive where they had absent voter applications returned to a 
campaign office rather than to the Registrar of Voters. The possibilities for 
fraud are clear: all they have to do is selectively forward applications based 
on demographic probabilities whether the voter would be for or against rent 
control. I am certainly hopeful that the FPPC can go after those responsible. 

The second problem was a slate mailer, and I enclose a copy of the mailing (I 
apologize that it is marked up). This mailer is misleading and fraudulent, 
even though it might somehow meet the letter of the law. First, it purports 
to represent Republican candidates, when in fact the candidates listed for the 
school board, the college board, the rent board and the city council would 
never under any circumstances be supported by the Republican Party. Also, 
despite some disclaimers, they use the name "Victory '88" as the 
organization behind the mailing. "Victory '88" was used throughout the 
election by the Republican National Committee in their mailings -- clearly 
this was an intent to mislead. They also indicate that those candidates 
marked with an asterisk helped to finance the mailing; I understand second
hand that in at least one case this is not true. It's pretty clear that insurance 
companies supporting proposition 101 were the catalyst behind this mailer 



Mr. John Larson 
November 12, 1988 
Page Two 

-- just another example of the extremes the insurance companies will go to 
in an attempt to protect their lucrative business in California. 

Perhaps outlawing all slate mailers is one solution to this kind of unethical 
mailing. 

Because of the misleading nature of the advertising on so many of the issues, 
I think it would also be good to require all campaign advertising to carry the 
formal name of the proposition on file with the Secretary of State, if not 
more descriptive information. 

If there is anything that I, as a Citizen. can do to tighten up the laws on 
campaign advertising and direct mail, I will be delighted to do it. If you 
have any summary information on regulations affecting this kind of 
campaign effort, I would be interested in having it. 

Thanks for listening. 

Sincerely, 

cc: John GreenWOOd. Legislative Coordinator 



California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Julie Meier Wright 
4778M La Villa Marina 
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292 

Dear Ms. Wright: 

January 30, 1989 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our File No. I-88-439 

You have written requesting information regarding two issues 
which arose out of elections in 1988. The first issue you raised 
involved returning absentee voter applications to a campaign of
fice rather than to the Registrar of voters. This is an issue 
over which the Commission has no jurisdiction. We recommend you 
address your concern to the Secretary of State or your local 
registrar of voters. 

The second issue involved a slate mailer. The Commission 
shares your concern over potential abuses which may occur with 
slate mailers. In 1987, the Commission successfully sponsored 
legislation regulating slate mailers. (See enclosed manual.) 
That legislation became effective on January I, 1988. We are 
continuing to monitor slate mailing activities in order to 
determine whether further legislation will be needed in the 
future. We appreciate the information you have provided to us in 
that regard. 

If you have any questions, or if you would like further 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Diane M. Griffiths 

Genuco~~~ia-

BY:\J~~~~ G. McLean 
Counsel, Legal Division 

DMG:JGM:ld 

428 J Street, Suite 800 • P.O. Box 807 • Sacramento CA 95804 .. 0807 • (916)322 .. 5660 



California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Julie Meier wright 
4778M La Villa Marina 
Marina del Rey, CA 90292 

Dear Ms. wright: 

November 18, 1988 

Re: 88-439 

Your letter requesting advice under the Political Reform 
Act was received on November 17, 1988 by the Fair Political 
Practices Commission. If you have any questions about your 
advice request, you may contact John McLean, an attorney in the 
Legal Division, directly at (916) 322-5901. 

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore, 
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions, 
or more information is needed, you should expect a response 
within 21 working days if your request seeks formal written 
advice. If more information is needed, the person assigned to 
prepare a response to your request will contact you shortly to 
advise you as to information needed. If your request is for 
informal assistance, we will answer it as quickly as we can. 
(See Commission Regulation 18329 (2 Cal. Code of Regs. Sec. 
18329).) 

You also should be aware that your letter and our response 
are public records which may be disclosed to the public upon 
receipt of a proper request for disclosure. 

DMG:plh 

Very truly yours, 

{: 
{ ~' 

Diane M. Griffiths 
General Counsel 
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428 J Street, Suite 800 • P.O. Box 807 • Sacramento CA 95804~0807 • (916) 322~5660 



November 12, 1988 

Mr. john Larson, Chairman 

Julie Meier Wright 
4778M La Villa Marina 

Marina del Rey, California 90292 

Fair Political Practices Commission 
428 J Street, Suite 800 
Post Office DOl 807 
Sacramento, CA 95804 

Dear Mr. Larson: 

t=rJ!) 
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Nov II 8 37 'BB 

I am not at all knowledgeable about campaign law and I do recognize how 
difficult it is to legislate ethics, but I feel compelled to state my feelings 
about the kind of political practices that I found particularly repulsive 
during this election cycle. 

Two examples of unethical practices came to light in Santa Monica alone: 
. First, the Santa Monica for Renters Rights (SMRR) group conducted an absent 

voter drive where they had absent voter applications returned to a 
campaign office rather than to the Registrar of Voters. The possibilities for 
fraud are clear: all they have to do is selectively forward applications based 
on demographic probabilities whether the voter would be for or against rent 
control. I am certainly hopeful that the FPpe can go after those responsible. 

The second problem was a slate mailer, and I enclose a copy of the mailing (I 
apologize that it is marked up 1. This mailer is misleading and fraudulent, 
even though it might somehow meet the letter of the law. First, it purports 
to represent Republican candidates, when in fact the candidates listed for the 
school board, the college board, the rent board and the city council would 
never under any circumstances be supported by the Republican Party. Also, 
despite some disclaimers, they use the name "Victory '88" as the 
organization behind the mailing. "Victory '88" was used throughout the 
election by the Republican National Committee in their mailings -- clearly 
this was an intent to mislead. They also indicate that those candidates 
marked with an asterisk helped to rmance the mailing; I understand second
hand that in at least one case this is not true. It's pretty clear that insurance 
companies supporting proposition 101 were the catalyst behind this mailer 



Mr. john Larson 
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Page Two 

-- just another example of the extremes the insurance companies will go to 
in an attempt to protect their luaative business in California. 

Perhaps outlawing all slate mailers is one solution to this kind of unethical 
malling. 

Because of the misleading nature of the advertising on so many of the issues. 
I think it would also be good to require all campaign advertising to carry the 
formal name of the proposition on file with the Seaetary of State. if not 
more desaiptive information. 

If there is anything that I. as a citizen. can do to tighten up the laws on 
campaign advertising and direct mail. I will be delighted to do it. If you 
have any summary information on regulations affecting this kind of 

• campaign effort, I would be interested in having it. 

Thanks for listening. 

CC: John Greenwood. Legislative Coordinator 
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YES 
ON 
97 

Join Senator Pete Wilson and other 
Republican leaders in voting YES on 
97, for a safer workplace and lower 
VI/orker's Compensation Insurance 
rates. 

YES ON 80 
Governor Oeu kmejian says that 
Proposition 80 is necessary "to build 
additional prison facilities or the courts 
may begin to let felons out." 

PRESIDENT ROi~.~LD REAGAN 

It is important that all Republicans 
vote on Nov. 8th for the 8ush··Quayle 
ticket, to continue to build on the 
achievements of the Reagan-Bush 
Administration! 



YES 0 101 
Proposition 101-the Prop. 13 of 
the auto insurance initiatives! 
Proposition 101 is the only auto insurance 
initiative w~lich dramatically reduces your 
premiums and provides for legal reforms which end trial 
lawyer prornoted lawsuits and fraudulent insurance claims. 
Proposition 101 mandates a roll back of your auto insurance 
rates to October, 1987 and then cuts them an average of 1/3. 
Proposition 101 puts an average of $750 per year back 
pockets 01 average California families. 
PropOSition 101 is endorsed by leading California conservatives 
including State Senators Marian Bergeson and John Seymour, 
anci Assernblyman Ross Johnson. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 101 
YES ON 9S - BeHer Schools Without Tax Increases. 
Ensures that your tax dollars are spent efficiently. Makes schools 
accountable by requiring progress reports on classroom discipline. test 
scores. drop-out rates. and quality 01 instruction. 

TAKE TillS VmTOIlY '88 VOTING GUIDE TO THE POLLS 
PresidentlVice President ~:vn~~~'t':1';;ta!lll 

GEORGE BUSH 
DAN QUAYLE 
u.s. 

~.~ PETE WILSON 
,,:J Congress 

t~\'~DENNIS GALBRAITI~ 
"\~ Assembly 

,.J GLORIA STOUT 
-. , .. ~ • ...... ...... I 

Monica City 

ILLlAM SPIEGEL* 
JUDY ABDO* 
KEN GENSER* 

86 .... YES 
87 .... NO 
88 ... YES 

..... YES 
90 ..... YES 
91 .... YES 
92 ..... YES 
93 .... YES 
94 ..... YES 

..... NO'" 
06 ... 
Senator Pete Wilson says 

97 .... YES ---
For Calilornia's Future 

98 .. YES'" 
To Save Lives 

UL ROSENSTEIN* 
\ \ YES ON 99 - Don't Be Fooled By Tobacco Industry Propaganda. . 

Santa Monica Rent Board 
.... NO 

Join our Republican Silerifl Sherman Block. the L.A. Times. the L.A. 
of Supervisors. and the L.A. Chamber 01 Commerce in supporting 

YES ON 99-TO SAVE LIVES. 

NO ON 05 - Feeds The Bureaucrats, Not The Homeless. 
predicted 1.000 new cases daily. requiring 18 new 

ju{1ges. California Taxpayers Association and California Chamber of 
Commerce oppose Prop. 95' s costly new government bureaucracy. 

NOTICE TO VOIEIIS; 
HilS DOCUMENT WAS PREPAREO BY VICIORY '88 NOT AN OFFICIAL POLITICAL PARTY 
OflGANilAliON. Appearance in Ihis mailer cloes nol necessarily imply endorsemenl of olhers 
in !Ius Appearance is paid for and aulhorized by each candidale and ballol measure 
wllil:r! 

JULIE LOPEZ DAn 
DELORES M. PRESS 
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YES 
79 ... NO 
80 ..... YES 
81 .... YES 

..... YES 
·83 .... YES 
84 ....... YES 
85 .... YES 

-- YES -----111"""" 

Ill.- NO ----~- III"""" 

-- YES _._-'111"""" 
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